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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to the Amendment filed 24 May 2006. 

2. Claims 7-9 and 13-15 are pending in this application. Claims 7 and 13 are 
independent. In the Amendment filed 24 May 2006, claims 1-6 and 10-12 have been 
cancelled; claim 7 has been amended; and claims 13-15 have been added. This action 
is made Final. 

3. The rejections of claims 7-9 as being unpatentable over US PGPub 
2004/0102958 to Anderson in view of US Patent No 6.728.706 to Aggan/val et al have 
been maintained. Rejections of claims 13-15 as being unpatentable over US PGPub 
2004/0102958 to Anderson in view of US Patent No 6,728,706 to AgganA/al et al have 
been added. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claims 8-9, which are dependent on claim 7 are objected to because the 
terminology in each preamble is inconsistent with the terminology in claim 7. The 
claims state "a document retrieval support method according to claim 7" whereas claim 
7 states "a computer-based document retrieval method." 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Finality of an Office action would be rendered premature only by the introduction 
of new grounds of rejection, but not by the introduction of new grounds of objection. 
See MPEP § 706.07(a). . 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5. The 35 USC § 101 rejections of claims 2, 6 and 10 have been withdrawn as 
necessitated by the amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

6. Claims 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
PGPub 2004/0102958 to Anderson in view of US Patent No 6,728,706 to Aggarwal et 
al. 

Referring to claim 7, Anderson teaches a computer-based document retrieval 
method. In particular, Anderson discloses a computer-based document retrieval 
method, comprising the steps of: 

receiving first characteristic terms from a user (see paragraph [0056], lines 1-7; 
paragraph [0071], lines 1-5; and Fig 6, item 641 - the new document which is entered 
by the user is considered to represent the first characteristic terms); 

performing a search process on said first characteristic terms and displaying the 
result of said search process on a screen (see paragraphs [0033]-[0034] - item 706 of 
Fig 7 is considered to represent the results); 

comparing said first characteristic terms and said second characteristic terms 
(see paragraphs [0033]-[0037] and Fig 7); and 
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displaying the result of said comparison on the screen (see paragraphs [0033]- 
[0037] and Fig 7 - Fig 7. item 703 displays the difference between item 700 and item 
706). 

Anderson fails to teach the further limitation wherein a second search is 
performed on the results of the first search. Aggan/val et al teaches a method of 
searching a database including the further limitation of receiving second characteristic 
terms which are entered by the user in accordance with the result of said search 
process, the user identifying items shown on the screen displaying the result to indicate 
second characteristic terms (see column 3, line 60 - column 4, line 19 - section (b) and 
(c) describes the user performing a first search and the displaying of the first set of 
results; section (d) describes receiving user feedback from the first set of results which 
is considered to represent the user identifying items shown on the screen to indicate 
second characteristics terms; section (e) describes providing the user with a refined set 
of results). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time the invention was 
to utilize Aggarwal et al's method of refining a search with Anderson's method of 
document retrieval. One would have been motivated to do so in order to retrieve 
documents that would increase the efficiency of retrieving documents that describe the 
users request (Anderson; see paragraph [001 1]). 

Referring to claim 8, the combination of Anderson and Aggarwal et al (hereafter 
Anderson/Aggarwal) discloses a document retrieval support method acpording to claim 
7, wherein displayed characteristic terms classified solely as said second characteristic 
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terms are differentiated from the other characteristic terms when said first characteristic 
terms and said second characteristic terms are compared (Anderson: see paragraph 
[0037] and Fig 7, item 703 - the terms that are solely second characteristic terms are 
differentiated by double underscored text). 

Referring to claim 9, Anderson/Aggarwal discloses the document retrieval 
support method according to claim 7, wherein characteristic terms classified solely as 
said second characteristic terms are assigned an increased weight setting when said 
first characteristic terms and said second characteristic terms are compared (Aggarwal: 
see column 9, lines 27-63). 

Referring to claim 13, Anderson discloses a computer-based document retrieval 
system, comprising: 

means for receiving first characteristic terms from a user (see. paragraph [0056], 
lines 1-7; paragraph [0071], lines 1-5; and Fig 6, item 641 - the new document which is 
entered by the user is considered to represent the first characteristic terms); 

means for performing a search process on said first characteristic terms and 
displaying the result of said search process on screen (see paragraphs [0033]-[0034] - 
item 706 of Fig 7 is considered to represent the results); 

means for comparing said first characteristic terms and said second 
characteristic terms (see [0033]-[0037] and Fig 7); and 

means for displaying the result of said comparison on the screen (see 
paragraphs [0033]-[0037] and Fig 7 - Fig 7, item 703 displays the difference between 
item 700 and item 706). 
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Anderson fails to teach the further limitation wherein a second search is 
performed on the results of the first search. Aggarwal et al teaches a system of 
searching a database including the further limitation of means for receiving second 
characteristic terms which are entered by the user in accordance with the result of said 
search process, the user identifying items shown on the screen displaying the result to 
indicate second characteristic terms (see column 3, line 60 - column 4, line 19 - section 
(b) and (c) describes the user performing a first search and the displaying of the first set 
of results; section (d) describes receiving user feedback from the first set of results 
which is considered to represent the user identifying items shown on the screen to 
indicate second characteristics terms; section (e) describes providing the user with a 
refined set of results). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time the invention was 
to utilize Aggarwal et al's feature of refining a search with Anderson's system for 
document retrieval. One would have been motivated to do so in order to retrieve 
documents that would increase the efficiency of retrieving documents that describe the 
users request (Anderson: see paragraph [0011]). 

Referring to claim 14, Anderson/Aggarwal discloses the computer-based 
document retrieval system according to claim 13, wherein characteristic terms are 
classified solely as said second characteristic terms are differentiated from the other 
characteristic terms when said first characteristic terms and said second characteristic 
terms are compared (Anderson: see paragraph [0037] and Fig 7, item 703 - the terms 
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that are solely second characteristic terms are differentiated by double underscored 
text). 

Referring to claim 15, Anderson/Aggarwal discloses the computer-based 
document retrieval system according to claim 13, wherein characteristic terms classified 
solely as said second characteristic terms are assigned an increased weight setting 
when said first characteristic terms and said second characteristic terms are compared 
(AgganA^al: see column 9, lines 27-63). 



Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 24 May 2006 have been fully considered but are not 
persuasive. 

Referring to applicant's remarks on page 8 regarding the Section 103 rejection of 
claim 7: Applicant argues that "The deficiencies in Anderson are not overcome by resort 
to AgganA/al et al ... Aggarwal et al neither disclose nor suggest the selection of second 
characteristic terms." 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees. Aggarwal et al discloses the limitation of 
receiving second characteristic terms which are entered by the user in accordance with 
the result of said search process, the user identifying items shown on the screen 
displaying the result to indicate second characteristic terms (see column 3, line 60 - 
column 4, line 19 - section (b) and (c) describes the user performing a first search and 
the displaying of the first set of results; section (d) describes receiving user feedback 
from the first set of results which is considered to represent the user identifying items 
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shown on the screen to indicate second characteristics terms; section (e) describes 
providing the user with a refined set of results). 
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Contact Information 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kimberly Level whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2750. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 - 4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cottingham can be reached on (571 ) 272-7079. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Examiner 
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